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AND 


| VVhither j it may be deduce'd from 


the Apoftolical times by vertue of thofe Tefti- 


‘monies which are alledg'd to that 
fome late Treatiles: 


One vheteof goes the Name 
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PRELATICALL 


YSCOPACY, as itistaken for an 
Order inthe Church above a Pref~ 
dyter, or aswee commonly name 
him, the Minifterofa Congregati- 
0; 1s either of Divine conftitution, 


orofhumane. Ifonely of humane, 
we have the fame humane priviledge, that all men 


have ever had fince e4dam, being borne free, and - 
in the Miftrefle Iland. of all the Brisi/b, to reraine 
this, Epifeopacy, of toremove it, confulting wich 
our-owne occafions, and conveniences, and fort 
the prevention of our owne dangers , and dif- 
quiets, ‘9 what beft manner we can devife, with- 
out running at a loffe, as wee mult needs in thofe 
ftales, and ufeleffe records of cither ‘uncertaine, 
or.unfound antiquity, whichif we hold faft to the 
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OfPrelaticall EB pifcopacy. 
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grounds of the reformed Charch , cau neither skil[ 
of ug, nor we of it, (fo oft asit would lead us tothe © 
broken reed of tradition. Ifit bee of Divine con. 
fRtiturion , co fatisfie us fully inthat, the Scripture | 


onely is able,it being the onely Book left us of D;- 


vime authority, nocin aay thing more Divine then 


inthe all-furticiency it hath to furnifhus, as with 
all other {pirituall knowledge, fo with thisin par- 
ticular, fetting out to usa perfect man of Ged ac- 


complifh’t to allthe good workes of his charge, 


Through all which Booke can be no. where , either 
by plaine Text, or folid reafoning found any diffe- 


gence betweenea Bifhop, and a Presbyter, fave that | 
they 


‘be two names to fignify the fame order. 


our Prelates claim to imitate onely in t 


Notwithftanding this clearneffe , and that a dor 
cone 


-—troulin of their office ) had rather the vice- 
Apolticthip committed to them, 


then the ordinary charge of a Bifhoprick, as being 


menofan exitaordinary calling, yet toverify that 
which Saint Pas! foretold of fucceeding times, 


when men began to have itching eares , then not 
contented with the plentifull and wholfom foun- 
taines of the Gofpell, they began after their owne 
lufts. co heap to themfelvs teachers, and asif the 
divine Scripture wanted a fupplement , and were 
to be eck’c out, they cannot think any doubr re- 


folv'd, and any doétrine confirm,d, unleffe they run 


to that indigefted heap, and frie of Authors,which 


call Antiq W hatfoever time, or the 


heedleffe hand of chance, hath drawne down 


unpicke, 
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to. dote on. And in performing this I fhallnotftrive 


O f Prelaticall Epifcopacy. 
unpickt, unchofen, thofe are the Fathers, Seeing 
therefore fome men, deeply converfant in Bookes, 
have had fo little care of late to give the world a 
better account oftheir reading, then by divillging 
tractats with fpecious names ot 
Ignatius, and Polycarpus, with fragments of old 
Martyrologies, and legendssto diftract , aad Ragger 
the multitude of credulous readers, & miflead them 
their ftrong guards, and places of -fafety un- 
der the tuition of holy writ, it came into. my 
thonghts to perfwade my felfe, fetcing all diftances, 
and nice refpects afide, that Icould do Religion, 
and my Country mo better fervice for the time 
then doing my utmoft endeavour to recall the peo- 
ple of Gon from this vaine forraging after ftraw, 
the _ot the : ing ap 
rothem, firft the infafficiency , next is 
nience, and laftly the impiety of thefe gay teftimo- 
nies, that their great Dof&tors would bring them 


to be more exact in Methode , then as their citati- 1S 


Firft cherefore thall:be 
-edfully , when the Author come to infift upon 
fome places.in his Epiftles. Next to prove a fuccef- 
fion of 29. Bifbops from T imorhy,he cites oneLeontins 
fiagout of the of the 


he might be 
 omimofe that was 
4 A2 


treat- Pag. 


4 
domanCouncell: this ts but-an obicure, and sing 
witnefle, and for his faithfull deating who fhail 
commend him to us, with this his Catalogue of ia 
what: know wee farther of him , but chat 

prede- 

| 


OF Prelaticall Epifeopacy. 
spredeceffor ? for neither the praife ofhis wift- 
dome, ot his vertue hath left him memorable to po- 
fterity, but onely thisdoubefull relation , which 
“wee muft take at hisword; and how (hall this te- 
ftimony receive credit from his word , whofe very 
. nage had f{earfe been thought en, but for this bare 
eftimony Burchey will fay hee was. a member 
the Councell, and that may deferve to gaine 
I will not ftandto argue , as 
| with faire allowance I might , that weemay as 
jalily fufpect , there were fome bad and flippery 
4 gen in that councell, as we Know there are wont to 
‘be in our Convocations. Nor fhall[neede to plead 
 .atrhistime, that nothing hath been more atcempt- 
@d, nor with more fubtilty brought about, both 
caneiently by other Heretiks, and modernly by Pa- 
pifts , then to falfifie the Editions of the Coun- 
sy eels, of which wee have none but from-our Ad- 
verfaries hands , whence Canons, Acts, and ‘whole 
 iputiions Councels are.thraft upon us, and hard it 
2 a would beto prove in all,which are legitimat againft 
lawfall rejeétion of anurgent,and free difputer, 
Bue thisI purpofe not to take advantage of,for what 
awailes it to wrangleabout the corrupt editions of 
toe Gouncells, when as we know that many yeares ere 
this time which was almoft 500. years after Chriff, 
the Councels themfelves were fouly corrupted with 
Prelatifme , and fo farre plung’d into 
ambition, as that it ftood them upon long 
ere this co uphold their now well-tafted Hierarchy 
1) by what faire pretext foever they could, in like 
angerasthey had nowlearnt todefend many 0- 
her groffe corruptions by as ancient, and 


authentick tradition as Epifcopacie, And what 
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Of Prelaticall Epifcopacy. 
hope can we hay 


yeof this whole Councell to war. _ 
"fant us a matter 4Oo.years at leaft above their time 
concerning the diRinction of Bifhep and. Prefby- 
ser, whenas we find them fuch blind Judges of 
things before their eyes in their decrees of prece- 
dencie between Bifbop, and Bifhop , acknowledging 
Rome for the Apoltolick throne, and Peter inthat 
See for the rock, the bafis, and the foundation of 
the Catholick Church, and Faith, contrary to the 
interpretation of more ancient Fathers; and cher- 
fore froma miftaken text did they giveto Leo as 
Peters {ucceflor.a kind of preheminence above the __ 
whole Councel, as Ewagrius expreffes (for nowthe 
Pope was come to height, as to arrogate to 
_himfelfe by his Vicars incompetible honours ) and 
yet having thus yeilded to Rome the univerfall Pri- 
“macie for {pirituall teafons, asthey thought, they 
_’ conclude their fitting with a carnall., and ambiti- 
- ousdeécree to give the fecond place of dignity to 
"Conf antinople teafon of State, becaufe it was 
new ROCHE, and by like confequence doub- 
leffeof earthly priviledges annext to cachother 
City, wasthe BrsHop therof to take his 
“Yinay fay againe therfore, what hope can we 
“Have of fuch Councell, as beginning inthe Spirir, 
ended thus inthe Acth. Much rather fhould weat- 
tend to what Eufebins the ancienteft writer extantof 
_ Charcb-hiftory, .notwithftanding all the helps he 
“had above thefe, cohfeffes.inthe 4. chap, of -his 
3. ‘Book, that. it was to eafie matter to tell who | 
chofe chat were left Bifhops of the Churches 
bythe Apoftles, morethen by what aman might 
gather from al eAts of the Apoftles, andthe 
| 7 


: 
j ¢ 
i 
y 
> 
: 
Ae 
3 
38 
4) 
° i 
; 


» 


Of Prelaticall Epiftopacy. — 
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ftles of St. Pawl, in which number he reckons Time. 
thy for Bifhop of Epbefus. So as may plainly ap- 
peate, that this tradition of Bifhoping Timothyover 
‘Ephefus was but taken for granted outofthat place 


Ba | in Sc. Paul, which was only an intreating him to 
Tim, 1.3: tatry 


‘ 


| | Now it acer thot if 
ficult to tell who were appointed Bilhops bythe 
Apoftles much more may we thinkit difficnltto 
Leomtins an ob{cure Bifhop {peaking beyond his 
own Diocefle : and certainly much morchardwas 
For either of them to determine what kind of 
Bifhopsthofe were, ifthey hadfolittle meansto 
Know who they were; andmuchiefle reafonhave 
to ftand to their definitive fentence, feeingthey 

have'bin fo rath to raifeup foch lofty and 
out of placesin Scripture meerly mif- 
on Thus while we leave the Bible toe 
gatide afer thefe traditions of theancients,weheare 


‘the ancientsthemfelvs confeffing,that whatknows 


Since therfore Antiquity it felfe hath turn’d over 


pparition of Leesstius an 


the controverfietothat fovran Book which wehad 
fondly ftraggl'd from, wethall doe betrer notto 
detain this venerable a 


longer, butdifmifehim withhisLiftoffevenand 
twenty, to fleep unmolefted in his former obfcu- 


Now forthewordepesas, itismorelikely that 
Timethy never knew the wordinthatfenfe: itwas 
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Of Prelaticall Epifcopacy, 


themfelves by,one will be call’d or Antifes, 
a word of precedence, another would be term'd a 
Gnoftick as (lemens, athird Sacerdos, or Prieft, and 
talks of Altars ; was a figne chat their 
_doétrine began to change, for which they muft 
change their expreffions : But that place of ftin 
Martyr ferves rather to convince the Author, then _ 
comake for him, wherethe name apotsws 
prefident, or Paftor of the Brethren ( for to 
_ whatendis he their Prefident but to teach them) 
eannot be limited to fignifie a Prelaticall Bithop, 
but rather communicates that Greek appellation to 
every ordinary Presbyter : for there he tells what 
the Chriftians had wont to doe in their {everall 
Congregations, to read, and expound, to pray and 
-adminifter, all which he faies the epetsos,or eA nts- 
pes did. Arethefe the Offices only of a Bifhop, or 
_thall we think chat every Congregation where 
_ thefe things were done, which heattributesto this. 
Astiftes, had a Bifbop prefent among them ? unleffe 
they had as many Amiftites as Presbyters;which this 
place rather feemsto imply, and lo we may inferre 
from their own alledg‘d authority Amti- 
fies was norbing elfe but Presbyter. 
As forthat nameleffe Treatile of Timothy's mar- Pag, 5. 
tyrdome, only cited by Phorins that liv'd almoft 
goo.yeares after (rift, it hanfomely follows inthat 
auther, the Marryrdome of the feven Sleepers, thac 
flept (Itell you but what mine Author fayes) 
were 


hundred feaventy, and two years , forfol 
had bin thur up ina Cave withont meat , and wer 
foundliving: This Story of Timoshy's Ephefian Bi- 
icke as it follows in order, fo may it for truth, 
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was Bifhop there, asthis J 


for Photius only faith he read.it ; he does not averre 
it. Thatother legendarie piece found among the 
lives of rhe Saints, and fent:us from the fhop of tke 
Jefuites at Lovaix, does but bear the name of Pely- 
erates,how truly whocan cell and (hail have fome 
more weight withus , when Polycrates can per- 
fwadle us of that which he ailirms inthe fame place 
of Gufebins 5. Book, that St, wasa Prieft, and 
wore the golden breftplate : and why fhould he 
convince us more with his traditions of Timothy's 
Epifcopacie, thea he could convince Vitter Bifhop 
of Rome with his traditions concerning the Feaft of 


-Eafter,who not regarding his irrefragable inftances 


of examples taken from Phsfip, and his daughters 
that were Prophetefles; or from Polycarpas, nonor 
from St. Jobwhimfelfe, Excommunicaced bothhim, 
and’ all the Afian ss for celebrating theix 
Eafter judaically ; he may therfore goe back t othe 


-feaven Bifhops his kinfmen,and make his moane to 
them that we efteem his traditionall ware, as light- 


Thote of Theodoret, Feliz, tind John of Antioch are 
antorities of later times, and therfore not tobe re- 


ceiv’d for their fake to give inevidence 


concerning an allegation , wherin writers fo much 


their El ders,we {ee fo eafily mifcarry. What if they 
hadtold uscthat Peter, whoas they fay left Jgnarius 
Bithop of eAntioch, went afterwards to Reme, and 
| rc, asi tims, and Jreneus, and 
all Antiquity with one mouth deliver, there bence _ 
verthe leffe anumber of Icarned , and wife Prote- 
tee who have written,and will maintain,that Pe- 


ters Deing at Rom Bifhop cannot ftand with con- 
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Of Prelaticall Epifcopacy. 


Now come the Epiftles of Jgnatins to thew us 


firft, chat Onefimus was Bithop of Ephe #33; 
affert the difference of Bifhop aa Ww herin 
I wonder that men teachers of the Proteftant Ree 
ligton, make no more diiticulty of impefing upon 
our belief a fuppofititious ofspring of (ome dozen — 
Epiltles,whereof five are rejected as {purious, con- 
taining int hem Herefies and trifles, which cannot 
agree in Chronologie with Jgnatins, entitling him 
Arch-Bifhop of Antioch Theopelis, whieh name of 
Theopolis that City had not till Ju/Pinians time long 
after, as Cedrenus mentions, whichargues both the 
barbarous time,and the unskilfull fraud of hin) chat 
foifted this Epiftle upon Jgnatinus. Inthe Epiltleto 
thofe of Tarfashe condemns them for Minilters of 
Satan,chat fay Chriftis Godaboveall. Tothe Phil. 
lippians them that kepe their Eafter, asthe Afian 
Churches, and Polycarpas did, and them that falted 
upon any Saturday ,or Sunday, except one he counts 
as thofe chat had flaintheZord. Tothofe of Anti- 
och he falutes the Sube Deacons,Channters, Porters, 
and Exorcifts, as if thefe had bin Orders of the © 
Church in histime : thofe other Epiftles k ffe quc- 
ftion’d are yct fo interlarded with Corruptions , as 
may juftly indueus with a wholfome fufpition of 
thereft. Astothe Tradianshe writesthat 4 Bifhop 
hath power over all beyond all goverment , and ausority 
what feevere Surcly then no Pope can defire 
then Jgnatins accributcstocvery Bifhop, but}, 
will become then of the Archbifhops anc Priggates 
if every Bithop in Lgnatins judgement be as fuffeme 
asa Pope? Tothe Fokefians , neare the very place 
whence they fetchtheir proof for Epifcopacy, 


line that cafts anill hue upon all the 
there ftandsaline that cas Epittle, 
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Of PrelaticallEpifcopacy, 
Epiftle, Let xe wanerre , faith he, unlefiea man be 
within the ray's,or enclofure of the Altar, he is de- 


: pn v'd of the bread of life. 1 faynot but this may 


e fttetch’d toa figurative conftruction, but yet ic 
has anill look , efpeciaily being follow'd beneath | 
withthe mei.tion of I know not what facrilices. 
Inthe other Epiftle to Smyrna wherein is written 


that they fhould follow their Bithop as Chrif did 
his Rather, and the Prefbytery asthe Apoftles: not — 


tofprak of the infulie, and ill-layd comparifon, 


this cited place lyes upon the very brimine of ano- 


ted corruption, which had they , that quore this 
paflage, ventur’d to let us read, all men would have 


readily {een what grain the teftimony had bin of, 


where it is aid, that it is not lawfull without a Bi- 
fhopto baptize , nor to offer, nor to doe facrifice. 
What can our Church make of thefe phrafes bur _ 
fcandalous: and but a little further he plainly falls 

tocontradict the Spirit of Ged in Salomon, by 
the words themfelvs. My Son, faith hey honour God 
the King ; but I fay honour Ged and the Bifhop as 
High-prieft , bearing the image of God accor- 
ding tohis ruling, and of (4ri/*, according to his 
Priefting,and after him honour the King. Excellent 


Tgmatinus|can ye blame the Pre/ates for making much 


ot this Epiftle ?, Certainly if this Epittle can ferve 
youto ft a Bifhopabove a Prefbyter, it may ferve 
younext to fethimaboveaKing. Thefe, and other . 
like places in abundance through all thofe fhort E- 
piftles muft either be adulterat, or elfe Jgnatins was 


not Jgmatins, nor a Martyr, but moft adulrerate, and 

corrupt himfelfe. In the midft therfore of fo many 
forgeries where thall we fixe to dare fay this is Zg- 
nating? as for his {tile who knows it? fo 
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 ardinierrupted as itis, except they think that 
whcre they meet with any thing found, and ortho. 
doxal, therethey find /gnatins, and then they be- 
leeve him not for his own authority,but fora truths 
fake, which they derive from els where : to what 
end then fhould they cite him as authentick for. E- 
 pifcopacie , whenthey canuot know what is au- 
thentick in him , but by the judgement which the 
brought with them, & not by any jadgemént which 
they might fafelylearne from him. Rohe can they 
bring {atisfaction fré fuch an Author,to whofe very 
eflence che Reader muft be fain to contribute his 
own underftanding,Had God ever intended that we 
fhould have fought any parrof ufefill inftruction 
Ignatius, doubtleshe would not have fo ill provided 
_ tor out knowledge, asto fend him to our hands in 
this broken and difjoynted plight ;_and if he inten- 
ded no fuch thing, we doe injurioufly inthinking to 
taft better the pure Euangelick Manna by featon- 
ing our mouths with the tainted {craps, and frag- 
ments of anunknownrable; and fearching among 
the verminons, and polluted rags dropt overworn 
from the toyling fhoulders of Time, with thefe de- 
formedly to quilt , and interlace the intire, the {por- 
lefle, and undecaying robe of Truth, the danghter 
not of Time, butof Heaven, only bred up heer be. 
low in Chriftian hearts, between two grave & holy 
| nurfes the Do@trine,and Difcipline of the Gofpel, 
Next follows /reneus Bifhop of Liens, who isci- 8+ 
ted to affitmthat Polycarpus was meade Bifbop of Smyr= 
na bythe Apoftles: and this it may {cem, none could 
better telithen he whohad both {een and heard Poe 
/yearpms : but when did he heare him? himfelfecon- 
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bin their Prince,and yet he was but a powerfull and 
eloquent manina Democratie, and had no more 
at any time then a Temporary, and elective {way, 
which was in the will of the people when toabro- 


| which way he lifted, haply would have faid he had 
| 


«gates 


Of Prelaticall Epifcopacy. 

that agein Jrenaus may not be liadic to many mifta- 
Kings; and whether a Boy may be trufted torake an 

| exact account of the manner of a Church conftituti- 

on, andupon whatterms, and within what limfts, 

aie and with what kind of Commiflion Polycarpus re- 

dhis charge, let a man confider, ere he bec e- 

a 1 | dulous. Ie willnot be deny d that he might have 
8) ta feon Polycarpus in his youth a man of great eminence 

in the Church,to whom the other Preshyters might 

| give way forbis vertue, wifdome,and the reverence 

of his age;and fo did Bithop of Rome,even 

inhisown City, give hima kind of priority inad- 

| miniftring the Sacrament; as may be read in Exfebs- 

- but that we fhould hence conclude a diftiné, 

and fiperior order from the young obfervation of 

Trenaus, nothing yet alledg’d can warrant us, unlefie 

a we fhall beleeve {uch as would face us down , that 

7 ae Calvin, and after him Beza were Bifhops of Gene- 

va; becanfe that in the unfetl'd {tate of the Church, 

while things were not fully compos'd, their worth, 
andlearaing cafta greater fhare of bufineffe upon 

ie ae them, and directed mens eyes principally towards 
Bib ie them,and yet thefe men werethe diflolvers of E- 
spifeopacie. We fee the fame necefflity in ftate affaires | 
| | Brutus that expell’d the ‘Kings out of Kome > was | 
forthe time forc’tto beas it were a King himfelf, 
rill matters were {ct in order, asina free Common- 
hat had {een Dey; pad the Atheniar 
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gate. And itis moft likely tha: in che Churcht! ey 
which came aiterthefe Apoftolick men being! Ye 
inmerit, but bigger inambition, ftrove toiny, fe 
thofe- priviledges by intrufion and plea of right, 
which Pol) carpus, and others like him poffeR tram 
voluntary furrender of men fubdu’d by 
¢xcellencie of their heavenly gifts, which becaufe . 
theit Succeflors had not, and {0 could neither have aii. 
that autority,it was their policy to divulge thatthe 
eminence which Polycarpus and his equalls enjoy'd, 
was by right of conitituction,not by free wil of con- 
difcending. And yctthus farre Jrenans makes ae 
gainft them as inthat very place to call Polycarpus an 
Apottolicall Presbyter. But what fidelity his relati- 
_ons had in generall, we cannot fooner learn then by © 
Exfebius,who the end of his third Book, {peak 
Ing of Papiasavery ancient writer, one that had 
_ heard Sc. Joha, and was known to many that had — 
feen, and bin acquainted with others of the Apo- 
fles,but being of fhallow wit,and not underftand- 
ing thofe traditions which he receiv'd, his’ 
writings with many newdoétrines , and fabulous. 
conceits, he tellsus there, that divers Ecclefiafticall — 
men,and Jreneus among the teft, while they looke 
at his antiquity , became infected with his errors, 
Now if Jrenaus were {0 rafh as to take unexamind 
Opinions from an Author of fo {mall capacity,when 
hewasaman, wefhouldbe more rath our felves 
rely upon thofe obfervations which he made. 


when he was a Boy. And this may be a finticient - 
reafon tous why|we need no longer mufe at the 
{preading of manyidle traditions {fo foon after the | 
Apoftles, whilft {uch as this Papias hadthethrow 
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Of Prelaticall Fpifcopacy. 
nextage, thacheeded morethe perfon, then the 
Dodétrine ,hadthe gatheringthem up. Where ever 


Apoftlesswasto be found,théther flew all the inqui- 


fitive eares, theexercife of right inftru&ting was 


chang’dinto the curioficy of impertinent fabling: 
where the mind wasto beedified with folid Do- 
‘&trine, therethe fancy was footh’d with folemne 


with lefle fervency was ftudied what Sainr 


Paul, or Saint Joh» had writtenthen was liften'd to 
one that could fay here heetaught , here he ftood, 


this was his ftarure, and thus he went habited, and 


_Ohappy this houfe that harbour'd him, and that 


_cold ftone whereon he refted, this Village where- 


in he wrought fucha miracle, andthat pavement 
_ bedew'd with che warme effufion of his laft blood, 
, that {prouted up into eternall Rofesto crowne his 


-Martyrdome. Thus whilealltheirthoughts were 


_powr'd outupon circumftances , and the gazing 
‘(many of which(brif hath profelt,yeathoughthey 
‘had caft out Divells in his name, he will not know 
atthe laft day) by this mearies they loft their time, 
_andtrnanted in the fundamentall grounds of faving 


knowledge, as was feene fhortly by their Writings. | 


Laftly for Zreneus , wee have canfe to thinke him 
_leffe judicious in his reports from hand to hand of 

_ what the e4peftles did, when we find him fo neg- 
_ ligent in keeping the faith which they writ, as co 

fay in his third Booke againft Herefies , that the 


obedience of A¢arywas the canfe of falvation to 


felfe, and all mankind, and in his Booke, 
_ thatas &ve was feduc’t to fly God, fo the Virgin 


gin 


4 


aman who had bin any away converfant withthe 


after fuclamen as had fate at table withthe Apefles 


Mary was perfwaded to obey Ged, that the Vir- 
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gin Mary might be madethe Advocate of the Vite 
gin Eve. Thus if Jrenaus for his neerenefletothe 
Apoftles , mult be the Patron of Epifcopacy to us, it 


- isno marvell though he be the Patron of Idolatry to 


the Papift, forthe fame canfe. To the Epiftle of 
 thofe brethren of Smyrna, that write the Martyrs 
dome of Polycarpus, and ftile him an Apoftolicall, 
and propheticall Doctor, and Bifhop of the Church 
in Smirna , I could be content to give fome credit _ 
for the great honour, and affe&tton which I {ee 


thofe brethren beare him, and not undefervedly if 


it be true which they there fay that he was a Prose 
 phet, and hada voyee from Heaven to comfort 

| fim at his death, which they could heare, but the © 
reft could not forthe noife, and tumult that was 
inthe place, and befidesif his body were fo pretis 

ous tothe Chriftians , that hee was never wont tq 
_ pull off his fhooes for one or other that ftill {trove 
to havethe office, that they might come to touck 
his feet, yetalight {cruple ertwo would gladlf 
- refolv’d in; if Polycarpus (who,as they fay,way 
-aProphet that never faildin what he foretold ) hac 


declar‘d to his friends, that he knew by vifion, he@ 


fhould die no other death then burning , how it . 
came to paffe thatthe fire when it came to proofe, 
~ would notdoe his worke, but ftarting off like a 


full faile from the maft, did but reflect a golden 


light upon his ufyiolated limbes exhaling fach a 

{weet odour, as ifiall the incenfe of 4rabiahadbin 

burning, in fo much that when che bill-men faw | 

that the fire wasoveraw’d 5 and could not doe the 

deed, one of them fteps to him, and ftabs bim with 

afword, at which wound fuch abundance of bloud 
gutht forth as quencht the fire. By all this relati- 
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16 Of Prelaticall Epifcopacy. 


onit appeares not, how the fire was guilty of his 
death, and chen how can his prophefie bee fulfill’d? 


Next how the ftanders by could be fo foone weary 


OF fuch aglorious fight, and fuch a fragrant fmell, 


-agto haften the executioner to put out the fire with 
the Martyrs blood, unleffe perhapsthey chought; as 
- inall perfumes, that the Smoake would bee more 


 @dorous thea the flame ?. Yet thefegood brethren 
fay he was Bifhop of Smyrna, No man quéftions 


*- it, if Bifhop , and Presbyter were anciently all 
and how does it appeare by any thing in this 


teftimony thatthey werenot? Ifamong his other 
high titles of propheticall , Apoftolicall and 
admired of thofe times, he bee alfo ftil’'d Bi- 

of the Church of Smirnainakind of {peech, 
—whichthe Rhetoricians callxar’ for his exe 


@ellence fake, as being the moft famous of all the 


Smsyrnian it cannot bee prov’d neither 
fromthis nor that other place of Jremens , that hee 


wastherefore in diftin& , and monarchicall order 


above the other =i it-is more probable, 


that ifthe whole Presbytery had beene as renowned 
as he, they would have term devery one of them 


feverally Bithop of S 
_ gead fomietimes of two Bifhops in one place , and 


had all the there beene of like worth, we 


aight perhaps haveread of twenty, 


z 


| 
j 


of the Churches 


myrxa, Henceit is that wee 


Tertullian accofts us next(for Pelycrateshath had 
 hisanfwer) whofe teftimony, {tate but the queftion_ 

fight,is of no more force to deduce Epifeopacy, then 

the cwo former.He faies that the Church of 

had Polycarpusplac’t there by John, and theChurch 

of Rome Clement Sor by Peter, and fo the reft 

id fhews what Bifhops they had 
H 
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Prelaticall Epifcopacy. 


i 
| 


-receiv’d by che appointmét of che Apoftles,None of 


this will be contradicted, for we have it outof the 


Seripture that Bithops or Presbyters, which were 
the fame, were left by the Apeftles in every Church, 


and they might perhaps give {ome fpeciall ch 
to Clement , or Polycarpus, ot Lines, and pat 
Apeciall craft in them for the experience they had 


evine out of this and the like 
never be, that the word Bifhop isotherwife taken, 


in the language of Saint Paw, andthe 
for an order above Presbyters, them 


fhops, we grant them worthy men, wegrant them 
plac't in feverall Churches by the Apoftles,we grant 
that Jreneus and Tertul: affirme this , but that they 


ry,fhew fromallthefe words why we fhould grant. 
"Tis notenough tofay the 4p: left this man Bifhop 


in Rome,& that other in Ephefas,bur to thew when 
theyalterd their owne decree fet downeby, Sc. 


Panl,and Made all the Presbyters underlings to; one 


Bithop. But fuppofe Tertullian had made 


rity where none was originally , fhould hee move 


us, that goes about to prove an imparity betw¢ene 


God the Father, and Ged the Sonne,as thefe w<irds 


importinhis Booke againt Praxeas. The Fa her 
whole {ubftance, but the Sona 


portion ofthe whole, as he himfelfe prof 


canfethe Father is greaterthen me. Beleeve aim 
now for a faithfull relaterof tradition, whomyou 
fee {nch an unfaithfull expounder of the ripe 
befides in his time.all allowable tradition w2s Bow 
loft.’ Forthisfame Author whem you bring>to 


teftifie the ordination of Clemens to the 


_Of their faith, and conftancy; it remaines yettobe 
¢ which will 


were plact in a fuperiour Order above thePreshyte- 
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{ce chem above Preshyters 
the conftitution of Béibop 
tO a fixpertour, and diftin&t order above Presbyters, 


Of Prelaticall Epifcopacy. 


 ganremembetiyou of examples good ftore. 


__-Laltly,( forthe fabulous is not 
worth an anfwer) chat authority of Clemens Alex- 
andrinus is not to be found in all. bis woikes, and 
wherever it be cxtaut,it isin controverfie, whether 
it be Clementsor no ; or ifit were it {ayes onely 


that Sainte fome placesconftituted Bifhop:; 


queftionlefle he did, but where does Clement fay 
? no man will gaine- 


y,but the raifing chem 


fecing the Gofpell makes: them one and the fame 
thing, atheufand foch allegations 7s thefe will ‘not 
give Prelaticall Ep:feopacy, one Chapel! of cafe 


aboye a Parifh Church, And thus much for this 


cloud I cannot fay rather then perty-fog of wit- 
nefles., with which Epifeopall men would caft a. 
milk before us, to deduce theit exalecs! Epifcopacy 


ftom Apoftolick times. Now alehough, as all men: 


know,it be the wonted thift’ of errour , ‘and 
fond Opinion, when they find themieives outlaw’d 
the Bible, and forlaken of formd reafon, 
ity 
of tradition, and that wild , and overgrowne Co- 
cre at large | 


take chem withal {peed to their old ftarting 


ity thinking to farme 


vert of anti 
 foome, and 


forme ysthat Tradition hath 


Or never ‘the gift of 
Hi thole Eaf and Weftern 


Pafebaliftstormetly fpoken of will declare, who 
would have thoaght chat Po/ycarpus on the onc 
fide could have tre'd'in what he faw Saint doc, 


= 


| good ftabling, yet thus much their 
owne déify’de antiquity es them; to in- 
ad very {eldome 
r{wafion ; asthat which _ 


-morethentheir poverty; as Swlp Severwsand Beda 
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Of Prelaticall Epifcopacy. 
or. Anicetus Bifhop of Rome on the other fide, in 
he or fome of his friends might pretendto 
have feenc Saint Peter, or Saint Paw! doe , and yet 
neicher of could either whento 
 kecpe E fter; Thelikefriyolous contentiontroub- 
the Primitive Englith Churches, while Co/ma- 
and WMalfride on either fide deducing their opi- 
nipns, theone from the undeniable example of 
Jebm, andthe learned Bilhop Awatelins,and 
daftly che miraculous Cofwmba: the other from Saint 
Pagers andthe Nicene Councell could gaine no 
Qgand.each of other cill King Ofwy perceiving no 
of ending the Controverfie that way, | 
Faine to decide it himfelfe good King, with that 
fmall knowledge, wherewith thofetimes had fur- 
nthe him. So when thofe pious Greek Emperors 


| began, as Cedrenus relates,to pnt downe Monks, 
abolith Images, the old Idolaters findingthem- _ 
of the Scripture, fent ouctheir fturdy Monks 
the Abramsites,toalledge for images thean- 
cient Fathers Dionyfime, and this our objected Jre- 
nay they were fo high flowne intheir anti- 
qghity, chat they undertrooke to bring the Apofles, 
Linke the Evangelift, yea Chrif#himfelfe, from 
ss @&ftaine records that were then current, to patro- 
their Idolatry , yet for all this the worthy Em- 
 perour Theophi/us, even in thofe darke times chofe 
_ gather to nourith himfelfe, and his people with the 
fincere milke of the Gofpell, then to drinkefrom 
the mixt confiuence of fo many corrupt, and poy- 
fonous waters , as tradition would have 


‘ 


ded him to by moft ancient feeming authori- _ 
ties In like manner ailthe reformed 
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Prelaticall Epifcopacy. 
broad unthroning Epifcopacy doubtlefle were 
‘Mot ignoratit of thefe tcftimonics alledg’d to draw 
a-line from the Apoffles dayes, for furcly the 
Author will not thinke he hath brought us now.ank. 
| new authorities, or confiderations into the world, — 
which the Reformers in other places were not ad- i] 
visd of, and yet wefee, the interceffion of all 2 
_ thefe Apottolick Fathers could nor prevaile with He 
 themceo alter cheir refolved decree of 


into their ufurping, and over provender’d 
Epifcopanes and Ged hath bieft their worke this at 
_hunder'd yeares , withaprofperous and ftedfat, 
Rill happy fuccefflee And this may fervero 
prove the infuificiency of thefe prefent Epifcopall 
Teftimonies not only in themfelves, but in the ace | 
count of thofeever that have beenethe followers 
of truth. Ie will next behooveus to confider the 
convenienee we fall into, by ufing our felves to bee 
guided by thefe kind of Teftimonjes. He that thinks 
‘it. che part of a welllearned man, to haveread dili- 
gently che ancient {tories ofthe Church, and to be 
no ftranger in the volumes of the Fathers {hall 
have all judicious men confenting with him; not 
hereby ro controule and new fangle the Scripture, 
crept in by degrees, andto gather up, where 
find remaining {parks of Originall 
truth, wherewith to ftopthe mouthes of our ad- 
_-verfaries, and to bridle them with their own curb,_ 
who willingly ‘pafie by that which is Orthodoxall 
inthem, aud ftudioufly cull oue that which is com+ 
mentitious, and beft fortheir turnes, not weighing 
the Fathersin the ballance of Scripture, but Scrip- 
ture in the balance of the Fathers, fweetherefore 
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| 
lkourrnie; ‘and Oracle halt 
_ takethe good wee ‘light on in, che Fathers, 
fet it oppolethe evilliwhichothermenfeek 
-fromrhem, i in this way of Skirmifh wee fhail eafily 
matter all fuperfition,and falfe do@rine; but if we 
turne this our diferee:, and wary ufage of them 
blind devotionsowards them, and whatfoe- 
ver we find by chem, wee both torfake omr 
grounds, ang reafens whichied usat firftro 
partfrom Rome, that is to-hold to the Scriptures 
again{tall antiquity; wee remove our into 
our adverfaties owne Court , and take up there 
thofe caft principles which will foone caufe us to 
foder up-with, them againc,in.as.much as beleeving 
antiquity, for it {elf in any one point, we bring an in- 
‘gaggment upon our felves of afienting co all that ic 
charges upon us. For fuppofe we now negle~ 
ai that which is cleare in Scripture,toata Bifhop 
ana Presbyperis all_one both in name), and office, 
and thas what wa® done by , and: 
execating an extraordi as fellow labour- 
‘ers the and of a univerfall charge 
in plant Chriftianity through divers regions, 
cannot be drawne inc particular and: dayly:exam-. 
ple, dappofe that negleAing this cleereneffeof the 
‘texts, we fhoald by the uncertaine, and: corrupted. 
writings of gtime¢s, determine: that Bi- 
fhop and different, becaufe we dae’ 
hot deny what Jgwatine or srather the Perkin War- 
Of dgmatins ayes, themmufkt we bee conttrain'd 
rotake upon our {elves fuperftitions, — 
||| which the Papift will prove us ge 
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plaine truth isthacwhen any of our men of thofe 
chet are Wedded to antiquiry come to ee 

m 


anditeaving the Sceipmures put themfelves 
witheut\appeale.to the fentence pr and 

Councells, ufing in che canfe of Siew the hir'd fould- 
jory of sev Ifraels whererhey give the Roma- 
they recave two counterbulft, 
icthersfort duc in, this regatd,,every: true Bifhop 

faould congner in hiscante by fitch 
thoraties which if we udant for the authd- 
fakejwreopen a bnoad:paflage for a miiititude 
pt Doctrines that have no 2eroundin Scripturt , to 

it being undetiiabl> that 
these iBook fiatticall “Orders: Bithops, 


and Deacons mtntion'd inthe Gopell; how it'can 


be leffe shea impicry ito makea- demure at’*thar, 
which igehore and p2- 
rallelling #erity of Saint’ Tw! with the 
Offalls, and {weapmigs of mct as ac- 
cidentally and ablawally Spas Zpiewrns his atomsto 
patch up a_ Leucippgam , enclining ra- 
ther to make this phatitafme an expounder, ‘or in- 
_deeda depraver of Saint Paul, then Saint an 
‘examiner , and difcoverer of this impoftorthf,nor 
cating how — they put off the verdit of jho'y 


Text anfalv'd, that faygs plaikely there bee buf 
orders , fothey Teputation of,their 
imaginary Doétor that_proclaimes three cerpainly 
ve-fer dowiic then ac- 
cording to his.owne 


ords, though hee hingfelfe 

fhould unfay it, and not onely the Angell of 
_ but an Angell from Heaven fhould beare us dow 

that there bee three, Saint has doom'd 
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